treated the defeat as if it all had never happened." Even the moderates were recalcitrant in their dealings with the Allies, and relied on bravado in foreign affairs. And the moderates disagreed so violently on the management of the Republic that they broke with one another rather than conciliate and compromise. While staving off the attacks of the extremists, they stood too stiffly by their own interests. They raised some statesmen of considerable stature, but could not save them or would not support them. Erzberger and Rathenau died by assassins' bullets; Noske's own party would not secure a seat in the Reichstag for him; Ebert was hounded to his grave by the right; Stresemann's triumphs were not recognized as such by his party, nor by the nation.
Eyck is a brilliant witness to all of these matters. His account clearly indicates that Weimar Germany was sickly at birth owing to the strains of the long war and the internal effects of the defeat. Even given kind conquerors Germany had to expect that her defeat would bring immense burdens. Victory, after all, meant immense burdens, political and social upheaval for the victors. Could Weimar Germany have survived these difficulties in the most favourable circumstances? A pessimistic conclusion is implicit in Eyck's pages.
Eyck has written old-fashioned narrative history, yet in his narrative he offers many of the conclusions of the political scientists without their splendidly baroque apparatus. He shows that the bureaucracy was hostile to the Republic; the army either restive, positively disloyal, or enigmatic; the judiciary strikingly sympathetic to assassins and viiitiers of the Republic, and on one occasion in revolt against the government; the academics scornful of the new forms, still loyal to the old; the Land governments opposed to the centralization in the new constitution, and rebellious in Bavaria, Saxony, and Thuringia. Eyck is as wise, discerning, and judicious on these problems as he is on men and events.
The tempers of several times run through his subtle and complex judgments about these men he knew and events he witnessed. As the most eminent living liberal German historian he treats the German enemies of the Republic sternly, yet while corrrecting their myths he sympathizes with the genuine passion and misunderstanding in German's outraged response to defeat and the peace treaties. He can be very critical of the attitudes, intentions, and accomplishments of Germany's conquerors. But the Nazi era, as Eyck admits, has redeemed many of the darker suspicions of the Allies, and this necessitates further strictures on 
